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DETAILED ACTION 

The indicated allowability of claims 14, 15, 19, and 20 is withdrawn in view of the 
newly discovered reference(s) to Price et al. (US 63561 86B1). Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claims 1-9, 15, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nathans (U.S. 6581712B1), and in view of Price et al. (US 
63561 86B1) which is listed in IDS. 

With respect to claims 1 and 17, the U.S. reference No. 712B1 to Nathans has 
been cited as teaching typically a vehicle immobilization system, comprising: a data 
processor (4) connected with the truck disable device (3) which is a run circuit for 
enabling or disabling the ignition (Nathans, figure 1 , data processor 4, truck disabler 3; 
column 4, lines 28-44), an input keypad as shown in figure 4 for inputting a specific 
code (Nathans, column 2, lines 35-53; column 6, lines 24-35), at least one sensor, 
biometric sensor (5), connected to the processor (4) for sensing the presence of user 
(Nathans, column 4, lines 13-27). In response to the signal input from said sensor, the 
processor generates a signal to trigger the armed mode if the sensor does not produce 
the OK signal (Nathans, column 5, lines 59-67; column 6, lines 1-4). Nathans further 
discloses that the processor (4) is responsive to the terrorist acting by disabling the 
tanker truck (Nathans, column 2, lines 35-53) while the truck is idling or when if the truck 
driver's hand does not produce the OK signal (Nathans, column 5, lines 59-67; column 
6, lines 1-4). 

The reference to Nathans does not that the represented herein data processor is 
also operable in a maintenance mode and requires entry of a maintenance code to 
enter the maintenance mode. 
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The reference to Price et al. directs to a vehicle anti-theft system and method, in 
which the operator is required to enter password to the display (62) (see figure 1 ) or to 
enter an arm code to start the engine in optimized idle mode (column 6, lines 46-65). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Nathans to include the teachings as taught 
by Price et al. so that the vehicle can not be removed without the permission from the 
vehicle owner, and therefore, an act of terrorist that attempt to destroy a target asset on 
the ground would be avoided. 

With regard to claim 2, Nathans discloses that the hand reader (5) shown in 
figure 1 of Nathans would sense the authorized driver, and then provide the OK signal 
to the processor (4). As a result, the armed mode would turn the processor (4) from 
armed mode to the run mode if the vehicle currently in the armed mode (Nathans, figure 
1 , hand reader 5). 

With regard to claim 3, Nathans describes that the armed mode is on when an 
unauthorized individual or terrorist try to operate the vehicle (Nathans, abstract). 

With regard to claim 4, Nathans, as discussed above, discloses that the hand 
reader sensor (5) is considered as the biometric sensor detects the presence of a user 
within the vehicle. 

With regard to claim 5, Nathans teaches that the biometric sensor (5) could be 
facial feature reader connected to the processor (4) to trigger the armed mode 
(Nathans, figure 1 , hand reader 5, processor 4). 
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With regard to claims 6 and 8, the immobilization system disclosed by Nathans 
includes the input key-pad located at the steering wheel of the vehicle (Nathans, figure 
4, keypad 41). 

With regard to claim 7, referring to figure 1 of Nathans, the keyboard (40) 
coupled via IR transmitter (43) for wirelessly transmitting signal to the processor (4) 

With regard to claim 9, the processor (5), illustrated in figure 1 of Nathans, is 
responsive to the signal from the sensor switch mat that senses the weight of the 
intruder (Nathans, column 5, lines 11-22). 

With regard to claims 15 and 20, Price et al. discloses that the microprocessor 
requires entry of a maintenance code to exit the maintenance mode (see abstract; 
column 6, lines 46-65). 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nathans, Price et al., and in further in view of Flick (U.S. 6696927B2). 

With respect to claims 10-12, Nathans teaches a vehicle immobilization system, 
comprising: a data processor (4) connected with the truck disable device (3) which is a 
run circuit for enabling or disabling the ignition (Nathans, figure 1 , data processor 4, 
truck disabler 3; column 4, lines 28-44), an input keypad as shown in figure 4 for 
inputting a specific code (Nathans, column 2, lines 35-53; column 6, lines 24-35), at 
least one sensor, biometric sensor (5), connected to the processor (4) for sensing the 
presence of user (Nathans, column 4, lines 13-27). In response to the signal input from 
said sensor, the processor generates a signal to trigger the armed mode if the sensor 
does not produce the OK signal (Nathans, column 5, lines 59-67; column 6, lines 1-4). 
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According to Nathans, the biometric sensor (5) could be facial feature reader connected 
to the processor (4) to trigger the armed mode. Nathans further discloses that the 
processor (4) is responsive to the terrorist acting by disabling the tanker truck (Nathans, 
column 2, lines 35-53) while the truck is idling or when if the truck driver's hand does not 
produce the OK signal (Nathans, column 5, lines 59-67; column 6, lines 1-4). 

Price et al. disclose that the operator is required to enter password (code) to 
access the maintenance mode of vehicle. 

Neither Nathans nor Price et al. disclose the following: "a remote signal interface 
operatively connected to the microprocessor for receiving wireless signals from a 
remote source sand wherein microprocessor software can be updated upon receipt of a 
remote signal" 

The reference to Flick is directed to a vehicle security system for a vehicle, 
comprising a remote transmitter (50) that can switch the controller (1 1 ) between armed 
mode and disarmed mode (Flick, column 8, lines 16-25), and the software of the 
processor of the controller (1 1 ) can be updated upon the receipt of a remote signal 
(Flick, column 8, lines 3-25). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Nathans and Price et al. to include the 
teachings as taught by Flick so that a vehicle such as a tanker truck, a trailer or a typical 
heavy truck that are probably hijacked by terrorists and used for attacking a specific 
target would be disable in a short period of time after the vehicle has been hijacked, and 



Application/Control Number: 10/791 ,574 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3663 

that the vehicle would be disable by either from a person who is carrying a remote 
device or from an authorized person at a remote control center. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nathans, Flick (U.S. 6696927B2), and further in view of Dennis (U.S. 200401 13761 A1). 

With respect to claim 18, Nathans, as represented above, discloses all features 
as claimed in claim 1 except for the teaching of: "microprocessor is operable in a 
maintenance mode" 

The reference to Dennis has been provided to overcome the missing feature 
from Nathans by disclosing a vehicle security and maintenance system, in which the on- 
board computer is operated in a maintenance mode (Dennis, page 3, paragraph 
[0023]). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Nathans to include the teachings as taught 
by Dennis so that a vehicle component, electronic device, or a particular mechanical 
system within the vehicle might be diagnosed or replaced in order to maintain the 
running condition in good condition. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendment filed on 02/18/2005 fails to place the application in a 
condition of allowance because the cited prior art still read on the claimed limitation of 
the present invention. 
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Conclusions 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan C To whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-6985. 
The examiner can normally be reached on from 8:00AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Patent Examiner, 




Tuan C To 



May 19, 2006 



